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ABSTRACT:  Among the works utilized by Daihana for the composition of his 
Nibandhasamgraha on the Susrutasamhita figures a tippana by Brahmadeva, only known from 
quotations by a number of commentators on various ayurvedic texts.  As it was assumed by P.K. 
Gode that Brahmadeva also wrote a commentary on Vrnda’s Siddhayoga, the available evidence 
on Brahmadeva’s activity as a commentator is collected and critically examined in this article.  
The conclusion is reached that the quotations from Brahmadeva in the Vyakhyakusumavali on 
the siddhayoga derive for the greater part from his commentary on the Susrutasamhita.  The 
consequences with regard to Brahmadeva’s chronological position and his identity are 
summarily described. 
A medical author called Brahmadeva was 
one of Dalhana’s sources when he started 
writing his Nibandhasamgraha on the 
susrutasamhita, as is explicitly states at the 
beginning of that commentary, where Jejjata 
is mentioned as a tikakara, Gayadasa and 
Bhaskara as authors of a panjika, and both 
Madhava and Brahmadeva as writers of a 
tippana. 
Apart from this first occurrence of the name 
of Brahmadeva, at least eighteen references 
to and quotations from his were included in 
the Nibandhasamgraha1.  Some interesting 
facts emerge from a survey of these relics of 
Brahmadeva’s tippana on the 
susrutasamhita. 
Firstly, his readings sometimes differed 
from those accepted by other commentators 
(1,2,7,8,9,13) or were even rejected (1 and 2 
were rejected by Gayadasa; 7 was rejected 
by Jejjata and others).  Secondly, his 
explanations might differ from those 
proposed by  others (2, where the two 
authors of a panjika disagree with 
Brahmadeva; 10, where Dalhana states that 
Suvira, Jejjata and Brahmadeva’s 
interpretation of these verses is the same, but 
differs from those given by others; 14, 
where Brahmadeva’s view on the term 
aineya is quoted; 15, where Brahmadeva’s 
explanation is rejected by Dalhana as 
erroneous; 17, where Brahmadeva follows 
Jejjata’s opinion).  Thirdly, some 
characterization of plants, animals and 
diseases, as given by Brahmadeva, were 
evidently regarded as valuable by Dalhana 
and quoted by him (4, sunisannaka; 5, 
Varmi; 6, aksepaka). 
This short investigation into the relationship 
between Dalhana and Brahmadeva shows 
that Dalhana appreciated certain aspects of Page 7-10 
Brahmadeva’s  work, but was dissatisfied 
with it in other respects. 
Before proceeding to an examination of the 
second major source on Brahmadeva, I 
suggest to have a look at some stray 
quotations from him in the commentaries of 
Cakrapanidatta, Hemadri and Sivadasasena. 
Brahmadeva’s name occurs only once
2  in 
Cakrapani’s commentary on the 
carakasamhita, in a list of earlier 
commentators
3  who read and explained a 
verse in a different way, which also seems to 
indicate  that Brahmadeva wrote a 
commentary on the Carakasamhita.   
Hemadri quotes a sloka with the definition 
of maireya
4  according to Jejjata and 
Brahmadeva.  Sivadasasena mentions, in his 
commentary on Cakrapanidatta’s 
Cikitsasamgraha,
5  the discrepant 
interpretations of the term sita, as given by 
Cakra and Brahmadeva and occurring in a 
verse quoted in Sivadasasena’s comment.  
Brahmadeva is moreover quoted twice in 
Sivadasa’s commentary on Cakrapani’s 
Dravyagunasamgraha, but both quotations 
are already known to us (the definitions of 
varmi
6 and sunisanna
7). 
A large number of references to 
Brahmadeva is found in the 
Vyakhyakusumavali on Vrnda’s 
Siddhayoga, written originally by 
srikanthadetta, but redacted later by an 
author called Narayana
8.  The relative 
wealth of material from this work induced 
P.K. Gode, who overlooked the majority of 
Dalhana’s references to Brahmadeva, to 
write  an article in which he supposed 
Brahmadeva, to be the author of a 
commentary on the siddhayoga
9  This 
assertion  was uncritically repeated in later 
publications,
10 but a closer look at the data 
reveals that such a commentary never 
existed.  In order to prove this point it will 
be necessary to scrutinize the seventeen 
references to Brahmadeva in the 
Vyakhyakusumavali. 
1)  And  Siddhayoga 1,25: not traced 
elsewhere. 2) ad 1,32; this quotation 
ascribed to Brahmadeva-Dalhana by the 
Kusumavali, is also found in Dalhana’s 
comment ad Su. U. 39, 102cd-103 ab, but 
without referring it to Brahmadeva (it has 
been put between brackets in the Nirnaya 
sagar Press edition because it does not 
occur in all the manuscripts of the 
Nibandhasamgaha).  3) as 1, 54, (=Ca. Ci 
3, 145cd-146ab); the quotation from 
Brahmadeva was, slightly altered, 
incorporated in Dalhana’s comment ad Su. 
U. 39, 108cd- 109 ab, a similar statement, 
probably also influenced by Brahmadeva, 
is made by Cakrapanidatta ad Ca. Ci.3, 
145cd-146 ab 4) ad 1, 91; a remark by 
Dalhana ad Su. U. 39, 169 is based on this 
quotation from Brahmadeva. 5) ad 1.102 
(=Su.U 39, 285); not traced.  6) ad 3, 23; 
the verses from Brahmadeva. Giving 
definitions of the terms samgrahin and 
stambhana, are also found in a quotation 
from Brahmadeva by Dalhana ad Su. 
U.40, 84 cd-86 ab, where they seem to 
derive from some still earlier work. 7) ad 
30, 56 (closely related to Su. U. 42, 24. 8) 
ad 37, 26-27 (=Ca. Ci. 13, 112 cd-114); 
not traced 9) ad 47, 6 cd; not traced.  10) 
ad 65, 1-4 (=Su.  Sa. 10, 59-62); 
Brahmadeva’s interpretation of lata (which 
has the meaning of priyangu here) has 
been adopted by Dalhana without referring Page 7-10 
it to its source.  11) ad 69, lab 
Brahmadeva’s prose definition of rasayana 
was incorporated by Dalhana in his 
comment ad Su. Ci. 27, -2. 12) ad 70, 1 
(70, lab = Su.  Ci. 26,9 ef); the quotation 
from Brahmadeva forms part of Dalhana’s 
comment ad Su. Ci. 26, 6-9 cd, but its 
source remained unmentioned.  13) a 
quotation from Brahmadeva occurs in the 
introduction to chapter 76: it has not been 
traced.  14) ad  76, 24-27 (24-26=Su. Ci. 
38, 37-39); not traced.  15) ad 76, 
picchabastividhi 1-2 (=Su.  Ci. 38, 85-86); 
the quotation from Brahmadeva is also 
found in Dalhana’s comment ad Su. Ci. 
38, 85-86 16) ad 78
2  12, which is a 
quotation  from Videha, also found in 
Dalhana’s comment ad Su. Ci. 40, 53; 
Brahmadeva read and additional  verse 
according to the Kusumavali 17) ad 78
2, 
19; the quotation from Brahmadeva was 
incorporated by Dalhana in his comment 
ad Su. Ci. 40, 46, without mentioning its 
source. 
Though six out of seventeen reference could 
not yet be traced and one11 is less relevant 
to our purpose, the fact that the remaining 
ten were incorporated in Dalhana’s 
Nibandhasamgraha, usually without 
specifying their origin, warrants the 
conclusion that they derive from 
Brahmadeva’s commentary on the 
Susrutasamhita and not from a commentary 
on the siddha yoga.  This conclusion is 
corroborated by taking into account the fact 
that in those cases where the 
Vyakhyakusumavali quotes Brahmadeva the 
pertinent verses are rather frequently from 
the Susrutasamhita, though also, but rarely, 
from the Carakasamhita. 
The material collected shows that by far the 
greater part of the quotations from 
Brahmadeva belong to his commentary on 
the Susrutasamhita, while clues pointing to 
his having written a commentary on the 
Siddhayoga are entirely absent. 
The above data give rise to some 
consequences for the determination of 
Brahmadeva’s date and his indentity
12.  The 
terminus ad quem has to be deduced from 
Cakrapanidatta’s reference, for the other 
commentators quoting him are later, while 
the terminus post quem presents more 
difficulties. Cakrapani’s list of earlier author 
of a commentary on the Carakasamhita 
probably indicates that Brahmadeva was 
preceded by Bhasadatta, Svamidasa and 
Asadhavarman, though this is of no avail 
since Svamidasa and Asadhavarman are 
quoted by Jejjata, who is known to have 
preceded Brahmadeva, at least according to 
Dalhana.  We are therefore provisionally 
faced with the rather unsatisfactory 
conclusion that Brahmadeva wrote his 
works some time between the date of Jejjata, 
i.e. the seventh century
13, and the period in 
which Cakrapanidatta was active, i.e the 
middle of the eleventh century.  The upper 
limit permits us, however, to reject A.F.R. 
Hoernle’s arbitrary statement that 
Brahmadeva might be identical with 
Sribrahma, the father of Mahesvara, the 
well-known author of the Visvaprakasa
14 
and a lost Sahasankacarita, who composed 
the former work in 1111/1112
15. 
There is, finally, one detail that probably 
throws some more light on Brahmadeva’s 
chronological position and that at least 
deserves serious consideration: Dalhana Page 7-10 
remarks somewhere
16  that Brahmadeva 
follows Gayadasa in regarding a particular 
verse of the Susrutasamhita as unauthentic.  
This statement may in my view be accepted 
as demonstrating that Gayadasa preceded 
Brahmadeva, though A.F.R. Hoernle, who 
already noticed Dalhana’s statement on this 
matter in 1906
17, remained cautious with 
regard to this.  Hoernle’s Guardedness 
seems to me unnecessary since the names of 
predecessors mentioned in Dalhana’s 
introduction to his commentary corroborate 
that Brahmadeva is later than Gayada a, who 
in his turn, is later than Jejjata. 
As almost nothing was known with any 
certainty about Gayadasa’s date, except that 
he is later than Jejjata whom he quotes an 
earlier than Vijayalaksita and Dalhana who 
quote him
18, the evidence that he lived 
before Brahmadeva is not insignificant, for 
this corroborates D. Ch. Bhattacharyya’s 
opinion that Gayadasa, being quoted by 
Cakrapanidatta, preceded the latter.
19 
All the evidence, taken together, in my 
opinion establishes that Brahmadeva was 
later than Gayadasa and earlier than 
Cakrapanidatta. 
Notes 
1)  These references and quotations are 
found in the Nibandhasamgraha ad: 
1)  Su. 18,45; 2) Su.20,16; 3) Su.46,202; 
4) Su. 46,262; 5) Su. 46,333; 6) 
Ni.1,52-58; 7) Ni. 8,14; 8) Ni. 13,3; 
9) Sa.10,12; 10) Ci.1,38-39; 11) Ci. 
38,86; 15) U.39,217 cd-218ab; 16) 
U. 40,84cd-86ab; 17) U.40,97 cd-
98ab; 18) U. 56,10. 
2)  Ad Ca.Ci.3, 217. 
3)  Their names are Bhasadatta, 
Svamidasa, Asadhavarman and 
Brahmadeva. 
4)  Ad Astangahrdayasamhita Su. 7, 40. 
5)  Ad Sukadosacikitsa 10. 
6)  Ad Mamsadivarga, Second part, 36. 
7)  Ad Sakavarga, first part, 14. 
8)  See my Madhavanidana 25-26. 
9)  The chronology of Brahmadeva’s 
commentary on the Sidhayoga of 
Vrndna between c. A.D.900 and 
1100, in Studies in Indian Literary 
History I, 191-194=Indian Culture 
XI, 36-39. 
10)  See my Madhavanidana 416-417 
and P.V. Sharma’s Ayurved ka 
vaijnanik itihas 267. 
11) No. 16. 
12) Cf. my Madhavanidana 416-417. 
13) See my Madhavanidana 406-408. 
P.V. Sharma dates him in the 
beginning of the ninth century 
(Ayurveda ka vaijnanik itihas 207-
208). 
14) See S. Dasgupta’s A history  of 
Indian philosophy II, 427 and C.G. 
Kashikar’s supplementary notes to 
the English translation of J. Jolly’s 
medicine, 162. Kashikar refers to an 
article by A.F.R. Hoernle in the 
Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society 
1906, 699 (this page number is 
probably erroneous). 
15) C. Vogel, Indian Lexicography, 
Wiesbaden 1979, 329. 
16) See Dalhana’s comment as Su. 
Su.18,45. 
17) Studies in ancient Indian medicine.  
I. The commentaries on Susruta, Page 7-10 
Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society 
1906, 292. 
18) See my Madhavanidana 398-399. 
19) New  light on Vaidyaka literature 
(from Niscalakara’s Ratnaprabha,) 
Indian Historical Quarterly 2, 1947, 
154. 
Abbreviations 
Ca.-Carakasamhita 
Ci.- Cikitsasthana 
Ni.-Nidanasthana 
Sa.-Sarirasthana 
Su.-Susrutasamhita 
Su.- Sutrasthana 
U.- Uttaratantra 
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